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The phrase 'economic holding' has raised a great con-
troversy among Indian economists in recent years.
Different economists define it in different ways. Some
define it as a holding which can be managed with a pair of
bullocks, without any loss so far as the agricultural costs
and returns are concerned. Others define it as a holding
"which will provide for an average family at the minimum
standard of life considered satisfactory."1 The latter
seems to us to be a more scientific definition because no
holding can be called 'economic' in the true sense of the
term 'economic' unless it has a reference to the man or his
family that is supported by it.

Opinion is equally divided regarding the average size
of an economic holding. Dr. Mann has taken 20 acres as
the size of the economic holding in his second study. Mr.
Keatinge wrote that "a gardener in the Surat District
with 3 acres of good garden land can support a family in
comfort, while in a dry part of the Deccan with poor soil
30 acres might not sufficed He, however, wrote in his
Agricultural Progress in Western India3 that 'a good
cultivator aims at cultivating 15 to 20 acres with one pair
of bullocks', which he regards as an economic holding
in the dry-crop villages of the Surat District. We have
taken about 15 acres to be the size of the economic hold-
ing for our village. We have further assumed that this
should consist of 3 acres of Kyari land and the rest of
Jarayat land. We believe that the figure is not too high
when we remember that the average soil of the village
is deficient in plant-foods and poor in character. Judged
by this standard, 376 holdings out of 431 or 87-2 per
cent., of the existing number of holdings will be classed as
uneconomic. If this test be applied to the holding in 1900
and 1917 we get the following results :

1 cf.  Dr.  Mann,  Land and Labour in a Deccan Village, Study No.   II
P- 43-
9 Rural Economy in Bombay Deccan, p. 53.
3 Appendix I-B> p. 207.
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